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inherent element of this incentive or that, as a phenomenon
taken by itself, but a uniform relation hovering over their
combinations, and constituting them a hierarchy, into which,
as phenomena, they could never construct themselves.
Thus, within our own consciousness, we find the same
difference which was observable m the appreciation of
others, between the simply moral approbation and the
feeling of Reverence. The latter cannot express itself
without resorting, in the notice of affection and character,
to language more than ethical, and plainly crossing the
boundary into the field of religion. It lives in the presence
of souls that are holy, of dispositions that are heavenly, of
tempers that are saintly, of Love that is Divine; and will
not bear to have these objects of its thought flattened and
disfigured by being labelled as simply Right or even Vir-
tuous. It insists on investing them with a light of sacredness.
In virtue of this sentiment, therefore, the whole scale of
impulses assumes a new aspect: its intervals are not merely
different degrees of emphasis or loudness given to a stern
and invariable ' You must!9 but rather stages of emergence
from all the reluctance of necessity into the harmony of
a perfected will; and the consciousness of them, no longer
the naked enforcement of Law, invites to what we most
deeply love, and draws us to the supreme and only freedom.
The force of moral restraint gets wings, and, with a last
spring of the toiling feet, is borne through the air with the
swiftness of devout enthusiasm.

But this account, pondered by some keensighted Aristotle,
can hardly fail to start an wopta. For it seems to distribute
the sentiment of reverence all along the gradations of worth,
and make it a function of them: to say, that wherever they
go, it goes: being but the transcendent form of their rela-
tive righteousness. Yet we have counted it as one of them,
though at the summit of their series. How can it be both
a member of the set, and at fhe same time present through-
out as a modifier of all its relations ? The difficulty seems
curiously like that which Plato has left us, in treating his